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Appendix Figure 2 - Liverpool Maritime Mercantile City World Heritage Site SPD (October 2009) - Tables 4.2.17 and 4.3.5

Liverpool Maritime Mercantile City World Heritage Site  -  Page 43

 Urban Design Considerations

4.2.13 The following identifies a number of urban design considerations that should be taken into account when 
developing proposals for development within the WHS and Buffer Zone.  The Council will place a particular 
emphasis on these issues when considering developments within the WHS and in areas adjacent to the WHS. 

4.2.14 These considerations have been structured to provide a checklist of key issues that should be addressed 
during the development process and within the Design and Access Statement. These considerations will 
also be tested during the determination of planning applications. The relative importance given to these 
considerations will vary according the nature of the development and its location.  

4.2.15 These considerations should be used in conjunction with CABE’s By Design (2000), LCC’s Liverpool Urban 
Design Guide (2003), UNESCO’s Vienna Memorandum on World Heritage Contemporary Architecture (2005) 
and particularly UNESCO’s Declaration on the Historic Urban Landscape (2005).

4.2.16 The Commission for Architecture and the Built Environment (CABE) produces extensive guidance on design 
issues (see www.cabe.org.uk ). 4NW has also produced some documents that offer design advice:  
The North West Best Practice Design Guide and The Sustainability Appraisal Toolkit (see www.nwrpb.org.uk ). 
Further information on sustainable design can be found at www.communities.gov.uk and www.breeam.org .  
A useful guide to biodiversity and design can be found at www.tcpa.org.uk .

4.2.17 Many historic buildings have inherent accessibility challenges but an objective is for the WHS to have inclusive 
access for all. Compromises will need to be made between the interests of accessibility and conservation. 
Liverpool City Council has recently gone to extraordinary lengths to improve accessibility at St George’s Hall. 
English Heritage has produced two guidance leaflets on how to improve accessibility in historic buildings, one 
of which uses the access ramp at Liverpool Town Hall as an exemplar

.

Objectives Considerations

Character What are the key characteristics of the local environment and how does the 
development respond to them in terms of its design?

How is the development situated in the context of the wider setting of the city centre 
and how does it respond to this?

What is unique about its local environment in terms of “Liverpool” and how is this 
expressed in the design?

What about the design makes this development relevant to Liverpool and nowhere 
else? Eg. Does it incorporate local design characteristics, maritime iconography or a 
sculptural

How does the development respond in terms of its design to existing historic 
buildings and structures?

How does the development incorporate and protect relevant views to, from and 
across the WHS?

Is the development situated close to the WHS? If so, what measures have been 
taken to protect the visual setting of the WHS? 

How does the development promote architectural excellence and high quality 
design?

How does the proposal affect the OUV of the WHS?
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Objectives Considerations

Continuity and 
Enclosure

Does the development provide a good sense of enclosure that works at the human 
scale and how does this reflect local patterns of enclosure?

Does the development promote and include active frontages with frequent 
entrances onto the street?

What steps have been taken to ensure that the development has a consistent 
frontage that reinforces the local street scene?

Does the development avoid leaving gaps in street frontage?

How has privacy and security been ensured through the design?

How does the development respond to designated heritage assets in the locality in 
terms of ensuring that it does not over dominate them and retains a certain level of 
spatial separation?

Ease of movement How has the development responded to local patterns of urban grain and street 
networks?

Does the development encourage movement through the provision of a fine network 
of streets with small block sizes to increase permeability?

Have the proposals taken into consideration public transport as an integral part of 
the development?

What facilities have been provided for cyclists?

How are vehicles accommodated within the development?
How does the design address inclusion and accessibility issues?

Quality of the public 
realm

How does the development integrate new and existing public spaces?

Have the public realm proposals been developed in line with guidance contained 
in the Public Realm Implementation Framework (PRIF) and Liverpool Urban Design 
Guide?

Are all routes and spaces overlooked?

How have any areas of surviving historic street materials and furniture been treated 
within the scheme?

Does the development provide ground floor views into and where possible, access 
to, adjacent streets, parks and open spaces?

Diversity How does the development relate to the street level to ensure activity and vitality?

Does the development provide a mix of compatible uses that reflects current 
allocations?

Legibility What role does the development play in aiding orientation and understanding of the 
city?

Does the development make any contribution to the reinforcement of strategic 
gateways and nodes?

How does the development respond to existing landmarks within the city and does it 
ensure that a hierarchy of landmarks is maintained?

What aspects of the development improve the image and perception of the city?

Sustainability How does the development take into account its social, economic and 
environmental impacts based on whole life costs and benefits?

What sustainable measures have been incorporated into the development’s design 
and maintenance?
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 Public Realm Design Considerations

4.3.5 Within this context the following are broad considerations that the City Council would expect applicants to 
address within their Design and Access statements.  

Have the proposals for new routes and spaces respected the historic urban grain; particularly where this  
forms an important aspect of the character of the area?

How does the proposal affect the OUV of the WHS and the local distinctiveness of each character area? 

Do the proposals create high quality pedestrian links with a range of safe and direct choices? 

Do the proposals ensure that key routes are not gated or otherwise blocked? 

In the context of the wider design (see Section 4.2) are routes and spaces overlooked and are there  
views from the ground floor onto these spaces? 

How do the proposals enhance existing public spaces and integrate them into the design? 

Do the new public spaces ensure that they aid orientation and understanding of the city? 

How have surviving areas of historic street surfaces, kerbing and furniture been incorporated into the  
design?

Does the public realm design conform to the PRIF and has it been designed in a coordinated manner? 

What measures have been put in place to reduce street clutter? 

How do the introduced materials relate to historic precedents; particularly in terms of street surfacing? 

Do the proposals reflect the guidance contained in the PRIF in terms of ensuring consistency of  
materials across the city?

What consideration has been given to the robustness of materials? 

Have the proposals integrated new Public Art and lighting? 

What consideration has been given to how new spaces will be managed and maintained? 

What is the potential to re-use existing historic materials, such as granite kerbs, riven Yorkstone flags,  
original bollards etc ?

Has consideration been given to preserving, enhancing and/or providing features of biodiversity and  
geodiversity in the public realm?

How does the design address the issues of inclusiveness and accessibility? 

Are the spaces designed for multi-functionality? 

How will the spaces be animated throughout the day? 

Appendix Figure 2 - Liverpool Maritime Mercantile City World Heritage Site SPD (October 2009) - Tables 4.2.17 and 4.3.5
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Appendix Figure 3 - Liverpool City Centre Strategic Investment Framework (2012) Pg 117 with Monarchs Quay Site Boundary Identified

PAGE 116 | 117

‘Great Streets’ See section 05/06

Pall Mall - Connecting Pumpfields to the 
Commercial District

Stanley Street - Connecting Moorfields to 
Williamson Square

Duke Street / Hanover Street - Connecting The 
Anglican Cathedral to the Waterfront

Brownlow Hill and Mount Pleasant - Connecting 
the Knowledge Quarter to Lime Street

Shaw Street - Continuous walking / cycling route 
from the Everton Park to Lime Street 

Byrom Street / William Brown Street / London 
Road / West Derby Street - Connecting LJMU 
Byrom Street Campus to Knowledge Quarter

New Connection - Connecting the Waterfront to 
Lime Street and Hope Street via the Baltic Triangle

Victoria Street - Connecting St Georges and 
the Waterfront

Elliot Street / Parker Street - Connecting Lime 
Street Station and Liverpool ONE

Leeds Street / St Anne Street / new vehicular 
route to reduce traffic on Byrom Street / 
Hunter Street

Monarchs Quay Site Boundary
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10 KINGS DOCK MASTERPLAN AND PLANNING BRIEF

Section A: Masterplan

Figure 1.3 Access arrangements diagram. 

Appendix Figure 4 - Kings Dock Masterplan Report (May 2016) Figure 1.3 Access & Management Diagram
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King’s Dock Masterplan Report
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Figure 2.1: Access and Movement 

Appendix Figure 5 - Kings Dock Masterplan Report (May 2016) Figure 2.1 Access and Movement
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King’s Dock Masterplan Report
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Figure 2.2: Open Space and Public Realm Structure

Appendix Figure 6 - Kings Dock Masterplan Report (May 2016) Figure 2.2 Open Space and Public Realm Structure



LANDSCAPE APPENDICES   9

King’s Dock Masterplan Report
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Figure 2.3: Site Neighbours Plan

Appendix Figure 7 - Kings Dock Masterplan Report (May 2016) Figure 2.3 Site Neighbours Plan
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King’s Dock Masterplan Report
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Figure 2.4: Heritage Assets 

Appendix Figure 8 - Kings Dock Masterplan Report (May 2016) Figure 2.4 Heritage Assets
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King’s Dock Masterplan Report
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3.1 Land Use Mix

Destination Leisure Led Development 

In order to meet the aspirations of the vision, the proposed land use mix should have 
a strong leisure theme.  It is expected that an anchor leisure attraction would underpin 
the development scheme.  There is no prerequisite as to what such a leisure attraction 
should be, but it should inject different, but complementary activities to the waterfront 
and city centre.  The attraction could be connected to the active use of the water or 
have a sporting, recreational or cultural emphasis.  

A mix of leisure and retail uses that have direct interaction with public spaces, the 
water, the inner activities of the leisure anchors or a combination of all three, will offer 
an opportunity to visit and dwell.  This will also create synergies with the ACC, Albert 
Dock, Liverpool ONE and the ECL. 

Other Complementary Uses 

The leisure developments should be complemented by a range of other uses such as 
cafes, bars, restaurants, offices, hotels, high quality food retail, residential uses and a 
multi-storey car park.  

A new high quality food (and non-food) retail offer could also act as an ‘attraction’ 
and fill a gap in local provision for the existing residential and business community.  A 
modest-sized, high quality food store (c.15,000 sq ft) could be appropriate.  The need 
for associated car parking would need to be carefully integrated in the scheme.  Any 
proposed retail development should not compete with the retail core and will need to 
be subject to a detailed retail impact assessment. 

For the sake of clarity, large scale food / non-food retail, industrial / warehouse uses 
and roadside uses such as drive through restaurants and petrol filling stations are not 
appropriate.

A new multi-storey car park (MSCP) may be required to meet the needs arising from 
development, however this will be subject to a future Transport Assessment.

The mix of uses, and the design of buildings and the public spaces should integrate 
to form a sense of place, which is more than the sum of its individual parts.  Uses and 
activities should animate and spill out into the public realm, buildings should be visually 
interesting and engage with the water and public realm, and public spaces should be 
comfortable and attractive.

Figure 3.1: Character Areas

Section 3: Masterplan Components 
Whilst leisure is the dominant theme, there is scope to provide a high quality residential 
and office component within the scheme.  New homes and offices could benefit from 
the added value of the waterside setting, and enjoy easy connections to the city centre. 
High quality design, specification, and management will be essential to creating a 
sustainable and desirable neighbourhood.

3.2 Character Areas 

King’s Dock is envisaged as a place characterised by three distinctive character areas. 
These are shown in Figure 3.1 and include: 

Wapping Dock
King’s Dock Square 
Queen’s Dock Water Square

3.3 Development Plots 

There has previously been substantial development in this location which has provided 
an infrastructure of roads and public realm.  This helps the site to be broken down 
into a range of suitable development plots within each of the character areas.  The 
relationship between the character areas and development plots is shown in Figure 
3.2. Whilst the site covers an area of 4.6 hectares gross, collectively the area of the four 
development plots totals 3.03 hectares, as it excludes the area of the internal roads.      

Appendix Figure 9 - Kings Dock Masterplan Report (May 2016) Figures 3.1, 3.2 & 3.3
King’s Dock Masterplan Report
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Figure 3.2: Character Areas and Development Plots 

King’s Dock Masterplan Report
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Figure 3.3: Illustrative Masterplan 

Figure 3.3 shows the illustrative masterplan indicating potential predominant uses within each of the character areas and the principal pedestrian public spaces. The land-uses 
denoted are not fixed for each plot, a degree of flexibility will be allowed in order to accommodate appropriate land-uses and particular footprints provided that they contribute to 
the overall vision and design objectives for the site.

King’s Dock Masterplan Report

21     

Figure 3.3: Illustrative Masterplan 

Figure 3.3 shows the illustrative masterplan indicating potential predominant uses within each of the character areas and the principal pedestrian public spaces. The land-uses 
denoted are not fixed for each plot, a degree of flexibility will be allowed in order to accommodate appropriate land-uses and particular footprints provided that they contribute to 
the overall vision and design objectives for the site.
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King’s Dock Masterplan Report
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Figure 3.5: Views and Landmarks Framework 

Appendix Figure 10 - Kings Dock Masterplan Report (May 2016) Figure 3.5 Views and Landmarks Framework
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